Article V--Small-Pox and Vaccination in Campbelton, 1860-61. By William Gibson, M.D., and L.R.C.S.E., Campbelton. In the child and seaman vaccination had been neglected; but the workman had received the full benefit of this operation. These three persons, lodged in distant parts of the town, became centres for the propagation of small-pox, and were the means of introducing this loathsome disease, which, in the course of a few months, spreading from family to family, became general over the town and neighbourhood, and brought death into several households, and misery and suffering into a greater number. My object is not so much to give a history of the disease as it occurred here, as to show, from observation and inquiry made within the district, I. That vaccination has not lost its protective power; II. That it would be very proper to make vaccination compulsory; and, III. That there is a necessity for more stringent sanatory laws, to prevent such a disease as small-pox from spreading.
But, before proceeding to the illustration of these propositions, I shall make a few preliminary remarks.
(1.) As to the character of the epidemic.?Of 217 persons who suffered from small-pox, 140 were vaccinated, and 77 were unvaccinated. In by far the greater part of the former, it was in a discreet and modified form ; among the latter, excepting in one case which was petechial, and followed with bloody diarrhoea, the disease was, for the most part, confluent; in the other cases it was discreet, and in one or two instances modified. would be for the benefit of the nation, which would only become law through the nation's delegates, which was not arbitrary or class legislation, or would not interfere with the conscience, but which would be equally binding on those who framed the law, as on others, could never be contrary to the genius of the nation ; it would only be in keeping with the genius of all our legislation, and with the glorious liberty of the British constitution.
It is thought that to make vaccination compulsory would be impracticable ; that those who now neglect it without law would, on its becoming law, be constantly exposing themselves to the penalty; and the benefit which the law would thus confer would be overbalanced by the evil occasioned by its operation. This i3 very doubtful, and we are at least entitled to know it from the experience of the working of the act itself. I know I have often asked those who had neglected vaccination if they would object being compelled by government to get it done. In general, they answered that they would not; some of them even added, that they thought that it would be a good thing if they were compelled. Moreover, this is only in accordance with human nature. We all know and frequently feel the advantage of being compelled at times, by legislative enactment, to perform moral and political duties, in which we should otherwise be remiss.
Again, it is objected on moral grounds to make vaccination compulsory ; it is said that it is wrong to make that compulsory which the obligations we owe by nature to our offspring render a duty. It 
